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The Defence, &. 1 


HERE Having" ty _ 
a Pamphlet of near a hundred 
Pages, in Defence of The Plea 
for Human Reaſon, and in Reply to The 
Plea for Divine Revelation, it may be 
thought proper, if not neceſſary, that 
1 ſhould take ſome notice of it; which 
I ſhall therefore do, in ſome curſory 'Re- _ 
marks, -and in as few Words as poſſible. 
One Reaſon for this brevity is, that I 
am apprehenſive, that the Author of the - 
— who appears to be ſo thorough- | 
7.4 verſed in the Writings of ay ancient 


Heathen ilegap here has by him large 
Extracts from them, ſhewing the De- 
monſtrations they have given us of all 

the Parts of true Morality, and thoſe 
bother Parts of Religion i in general, which 
are concerned in this Diſpute ; and that 


he keeps this great Book in perto; ſince 


he confidently affirms (Introd. p. 6.) that 


he will undertake to prove * 
from them every Precept of true Religion, 


which T can prove frum the Scriptures, 
And when the great Book -comes, I will 
then follow his Step by Step ; if my 


Leiſure will permit, and the Importance 


of the Thing ſhall appear to require it, 


In the mean Time, in order to make 
theſe Remarks as ſhort as may be, and 


' ſpare the Reader the trouble of frequent 


Repetitions, . I defire he would pleaſe to 
remember the following Particulars. 
1. That the Author of The: Plea for 
Divine Revelation has not ſaid one Word 
chat impeaches or contradicts the Moral 
Attributes of God; and That the In- 


ferences of that kind which are drawn 


in * Defence, are neither acknow- 
3 1 Þ 1 * 


(50 


ledged, nor i ſoon, by 1 „ Who D 


his Veneration for the Supreme Being 
will always keep him from treating any of 
the Divine Attributes with ſo much Free- 
dom, or explaining them in ſo looſe, 


mr to ſay prophane, a manner; as he ap- 


prehends th. Gentleman will appear 
o haye treated numberleſs Paff ages, 
in the Sacred Books of the New, Teſta- 
meas i210 

2%, That the 4 of The Plea * 
Divine Revelation has no where aſſerted, 
or inſinuated, that invincible Ignorance 
will not excuſe from Guilt, or that God 
will condemn any Man for Crimes which 


he could not know to be ſuch; but the 


contrary: and That therefore all Re- 


fections thrown, or Conſequences charged 


upon him, on that Suppoſition, (as Introd. 


p13. Def. 34s 350j are nn wenn oj 


Juſt, And 
3%. That da Audi of The Plea fir 


Divine Revelation, has no where denied, 


either the demonſtrative Evidence, which 
may now be given of many Moral Truths, 
or TG . of good Works under the 

"wm 3 


don, ate itjjurious. And That therefore, 
ts uſe the Words of my Lord Biſhop of 


Londun, (Second Paſt: Let. p. 9.) it is 1. 


gerd to Morality; which he is ſo fat 


tuuiom; aolich, be is perſuaded, is e 
having abo 


Alotives, more noble Ende, and to greater 
agrees of Porfltion, than any Schene 's 


| — near five Pies; does 


8 veal d Religion; charitably de 
| | . Oey 3 ; —_ 


(e 5 . Rs 
"— and conſequently all the Pals 
tulten te either (as Def. P. 35, 1 
is ſo 'mych Labour loſt; and all the 

fleftions made on the conmary Suppoſi 


fair to repreſent the Zeal bt may hav 
fhewn for Tal Religion, as a Difre 


From being guiley of, that be always eum 
ders the whole 'of the Maral Lov 
6s an effintial Part of the Chriftian Inſt 


iſhed Morality, that it enjoink 
aud enforces the Prattice of it; port higher 


The Terra”, 5 which, aftek 4 partial 


eonſiſt of a pretended Explanation Ph 
of the Difference between natural and re- look 
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fo rig Opinion, hb" vie Life 
ry thingelſe. And that is, That to 
aftor i Letters to the People of 1 
large Diocels; to guard them againſt the 
pen ; Conragion of Hereſy and Inf: 
delicy, is indeed, in itſelf, worthy of the 
Office, Character, and Dignity, of a Chri- 
. ſtian Bilkop 3 and That to rite them in 
the- manner, in which two "have been 
written, which both this Gentleman and 
I have ſeen, is worthy of the Writers 
eminent Station in, the Church, and of 
the ableſt Pen. But That to negledt or 

poſtpone the moſt important Affairs, in 
order to turn Famphleteer, and "anſwer 
the Cavils of every Writer which hal 
appear agait t him; is not ſeriouſly to be 
 expeſted from a wiſe Man, who has ſuch 
Aff on his Hands. | It may 
& imagined, that ſuch Authors a5 
we, 0 may hope: to raiſe” our Reputz- 
tion by the Eminence of our Adverſi- 
is — of ſuch Honour ; but 
am we — Tight, we hare 
üttle Reaſon to er dect And for my 

own Furt, I Ui 
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joice, chat 1 have already had one Favout | 
of that kind, 4 my ROPES 05 dhe 
But to return, 

Though thankful for the Defign of 8 


Introduction, if ſuch it really was; yer, I 


muſt confeſs, I am not much the wiſer for 
all this learned Pains ; nor can I agree with 
- what this Gentleman here advances, for 


theſe, am among many other, Reaſons. © _ 
1. Becauſe I don't well underſtand 


: 1 is meant by an abſolute unlimited In- 


ciency; an abſolute unlimited Negative 


is to me little better than abſolute unlimit- 
ed Nonſenſe. Beſides, the Inſufficiency: of 
Reaſon is limited: by the Author of the 
Plea for Revelation, to ſome n | 


there ſpecified, p. 4. 


2. Becauſe I don't rb Heather : 
Foe ARTICLE: or Falrn 'which" the A. 


poſtle preached, was, That Men ſhould turn 
from their Vanities to the Living God, p. vii · 


It ſeems hard to ſay, That this was any 


Article of Faith at all; or if the greateſt, 


I cannot but think it neceſſary, to inſiſt, 
chat 0 believe in our Lord Jeſus Chriſt” 


/ e leaſt to be made a Part of chat 
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Fach; and chat ie winiexcuſable in a ( f 


tian Writer, to leave Him. wholly out, 
even in the ſhorteſt Summary of Chriſt 


a eee 

. Chriſtianity can render human Nature 
NATURALLY: CAPABLE of greater Ha- 

pineſi or Rewards than it would be able 
to attain any other Way. (Introd. p. 11.) 
Are the Means Chriſtianity offers to 
promote Piety natural Means? If 6 
indeed, there is an End of the Difpute. 
Natural and Supernatural, or Natural 
and Revealed, ate ſynonymous Terms; 
and Chriſtianity is indeed #0 14% 'Religi- 


en, but as old as the Creation, as our Au- 


thor aſſerts, in the next Page. 


Or, if this Gentleman means by this Ex 


refiicn; not that the Means whereby Chriſ- 


| tianity does this are natural Means; but 


only chat the Capacity attained is 2 natu- 
ral Capacity. This Aſſertion then is in 
this Senſe as abſurd in Point of Reaſon, 


as the other Senſe is in Point of Religion. 


For whatever Improvement it may re- 
ceive In its 10 


oh 4 
4 
4 i think, 
* 6 8 
- 8 . \ 
- 


/ ⁵ ĩÜ.• A oe eas ts wo a © 


al State, that, T ſhould 


flaw?) 


v0 RENDER it naturally capable of greater 
Happmeſs, muſt import, if it imports any 


e thor n capable e 
And yet how @ natural Capacity, or Be- 
ing naturally capable, ſhould be neu pro- 


duced in Men without changing their Nature, 
I do not underſtand. The Happineſs the 
Chriſtian Religion propoſes, requires ſome- 
thing ſupernatural, not only to entitle a 


Man to it, but to render him capable of | 


enjoying it; and that is the Reſurrection. 
4. Becauſe I cannot eaſily ' conceive, 
* the wor ſhipping God by 4 Mediator 


and by expiatory Sacrifices, comes to be a 
Part of Natural Religion; if by that Re- 
ligion is meant ſuch a one as unaſſiſted 


Reaſon would teach: and yet much leſs 


can I apprehend, how it comes to be 
ſuitable to the NATURAL INSTINCT Ao 
DicTATEs of human Nature, p. 10: And 


when the great Book comes, I ſhall be 
glad to be informed, how the ancient 
Heathen did, or could, prove the ſacrificing 

of Beaſts to be a reaſonable Part of Dn, 


| and * What 5 Grounds they founded ö 
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whe Practice. ; 


fas) 


That it was 8 able : 


to the univerſal Sentiments f the wh eff 
Ws moſt 


as that they joined in ſuch Worthipz the 


rational Heathen, (Introd. p. 


9.) 


not to One God Only, as this Author 


ſeems to ſuggeſt, but to numberleſs Dei- 


ties of their on making; and with Ce- 
remonies too horrid and abominable 70 be 


once named among Chriſtians; my little 


reading does ſufficiently inform me. 
how this was a Proof of their Wiſtom or 
Reaſon, is ſomewhat dark and myſterious 


to me. I am fimple enough to think it 
as clear as any Demonſtration in Euclid, 
that there is nothing in the Nature of the 

= Thi ng. 
believe, That the God of Nature could be 


But 


that can induce any wiſe Man to 


pleaſed with ſpilling the Blood of a Beaſt; 


and yet much leſs, That ſuch Blood fpilt 


could waſh away the Sin of a Man, 
And the Author of the Epiſtle to the He- 


Breuss teaches me, that it ic not poſſible that 
+ . © the Blood of Bulls and of Goats ſhould take 
away Sin, Heb. x. 4. 


may ſcreen my Opinion from the Cen- 


ſure of this n tho not from that of 


Which, I preſume, 


the 


(13) 


the i ingenious Author of Chri __ as old ; 


as the Creation. 


There is indeed one Way, "by which, ; 
I think, I could” both account for the U- 
niverſality of the Practice, and ſhew the 
Uſefulneſs and Reaſonableneſs of it: which 
is, the ſuppoſing it to have been original- 
ly inftituted by God himſelf, with a View 
to, and in order to keep up a continual 
Expectation of, the great Sacrifice of the 
Death of his eternal Son; and in order 


thereby to prepare the World for the 


more. ready Reception of ſo ſtrange a 


Doctrine, as that of Redemption Rn 
his Blood, when he ſhould come and ſuffer 


for Mankind. But this, I prefume, would 


be cenſured; as @ ridiculous, not to ſay pro- 


thane, Pretence to Orthodoxy :*(Introd. p. 5.) - 
and as it muſt be confeſſed, that the wiſeſt 
Heathen could not have found out this of 
themſelves, I ſhall be glad to be inform- 


ed, for what good Reaſons they Joined i in 
olexing ſuch Sacrifices. © 


And till ſuch time as this Proof ap- 


pears, I muſt inſiſt on this very Practice, 


a one Inſtance of the Truth of 14 ; 
al- 
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I affected, and which Lum lowdly ol 
led upon to prove, Defence, p. 72; 

ſay, „„ ee 


niable Proof chat the Heathen charge 


their Wickedneſs upon their Guide 0 
and contended that their Reaſon taught and 
approved it: That is, they practiſed many 


Things, (which every Chriſtian will allo 


3 been wicked and abominable) a. 
— Parts of Duty, and undertook 
| to prove them ſuch by their Reaſon; which 
was what I meant by that Expreflion 
Thus Epicfetus himſelf, Ch. 28. the Au- 
thor of the Pythagorear Verſes, 1ſocrats, 
Tull, and almoſt all their Writers, reach 
it as a reaſonable and univerſal Rule, that 
with regard to publick Worſhip, the Cu 
tam of every Country, and not = Reaſon 
and Nature of Things, was the Rule of 
every Man's Duty, When at the fame 


me, they could not but know, What 


thoſe Cuſtoms were ; and -I hope this 


Gentleman will allow that they were, ge: 


| NET ally ſpeaking, execrable i in themſelves, 
accompanied with the , moſt ſhocking 
| e and e not in Honour 


5 0 


0 15 * — 
w the Maker of Heaven and Earth, 6 7) 
but to Moud and Stone, the Work of Men's 
Hands, or to Adulterers and obbers, | 
whom they thermſelves had deified, | 
This Gentleman muſt likewiſe excuſe | 
me, if I have ftill another Difficulty 
wid regard to this Matter; and chat is, 
how to reconcile him to himſelf. Nor. | 
wichſtanding what Be aſſerts here in the 
Inerbdircrion, of the Arrecublmeſ of Sacri- 
fer fo the uni vrrſal Sentiments of the toifeſt 


0 otherwiſe underſtand that of that 
fort of Sacrifices, and that Manner of 
eferiig them, which they themſelves 
uſed). He affirms; Def. p. 13. that all 
the virtuous Heutbens agrred, that Gud 


d, by Piety and. Reffitude g il 
md Aﬀections. © If they agreed, © af God 
W 041d only: properly be vor ſhipped by Piety 
e. ad Nett itnue of Will and Affections, how 
es, N could the Sacrifleing of , as practiſed 
ng dy chem, 3e Arecable t6 the univerſal Sen- 
ur I 'iments of the wiſe and nigſt rational of 
t0 tem? Whether theſe * are, 


* 


and moſt rational Heathen ; (which I can | 


"ay! jerk! PROPERLY TO BE WORSH Wn . 


Cw) 

or ought. to be called ;contraditory; I 
leave to the Reader's Determination ; and 
deſire him likewiſe to find a Name for 
this Gentleman' s conſtant Practice of 
| ſpeaking of God, and the Divine Nature 
in the Singular, whenever he mentions 
the Religion and, Worſhip. of the Hes. 
then, or their Notions of their Gods; a: 
366 they had been as uniform in the Doc- 
trine of the Unity of God, and in addrefl 
ing their Worſhipto him alone, as we are 
at this Day. And, 

sen, and lafth,. Becauſe 1 can ak no 
Means aſſent to this Gentleman's Doc- 
trine, concerning the Nature of our ble 
ſed Lord's Atonement, and the Efficacy 
of good Works conſider d in themſelves to 
Rag His Account of the former i: 
this; That our Lord Jeſus Chrift is the Au 


' thor of Salvation, BV BEING THE INSTRU- 


* MENT. OF. .CONVEYING. THE Mr ANns or 
11 ro us; and that his voluntary dying 18 
TrSsT DAN OF. THE Tnurn oF H1s Mis 
SION. AND- '[Docraune, wat INSTEAD. or 


all otber Sacriſices, and AN ASSURANCE that 


God 80 10 Atonement. 8 us, but Re 


e e Nc K S ms © HS this aw 


(+) 
prntanice und Nene of Life, Introd. p. 
10. Ard again, leſt this ſhould be mi- 
underſtood, he adds, p. 16. That Chr: 7 
Bad, the only accepted univerſal Sacrifice 
Jer Sin, is ſet forth in the Scripture, as A 
Ston To ASSURE US 7hat. Obedience to the * 
Goſpel, wuIcn HE CONFIRMED BY IT, 
ſhall be accepted and rewarded ; and again, 
leſt T ſhould miſtake what he means by © 
the accepted Sacrifice, he adds, (p. 1 5 
That-the Atonement of Chriſt was defigned . 
ONLY To DECLARE Gos GooDNEss, as 
freely pardoning Sin without the Puniſh- 
nent of the Sinner. And can this Gentle- 
man be really a Chriſtian, and teach this 
Doctrine? Was there nothing more in our 
great Redeemer's Death, than a Sign to 
- afure us of God's Goodneſs ? Was there 
in it no Merit properly fo called? No Sa- 
tigfaction made to Divine Juſtice for Sin? 
No Redemption, in the ſtrict and Proper 
Setiſe of the Word, from the Guile and 
- Puniſhment of Sin? No Price paid for 
of 185? No ttue Espiatim made? Was that „ 
0 precious Blood Which has taken away. the EY 
Re Los oY the World, 2 3 my in 3 Sx 


i 
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| 
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- af ) 
of the Truth. of our Lord's Miſſion nad 
Poctrine; which Teſtimony the Apo- 
ſtles gave, as well as the Lord of Lift 
Was his Atonement only declarative of 
the Goodneſs of God? What then be- 


comes of the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, and 


indeed the whole Goſpel? This is a 
Language, ſo directly oppoſite to the 
Sacred Writers, of the New Teſtament; 
and there are ſuch numberleſs Paſlages, 
in that Holy Book, point blank againſt 
it; that it were an Inſult on che Under- 
ſtanding of every Chriſtian Reader, who 
has that wo Boak in his Hands, to at- 
tempt . to diſprove. it. Beſides; How, or 
In what 9 is a DECLARATION of the 
Goodneſs of. God, or a SIGN 70 effure us of 
it, an ATONEMENT ? Or how is ſych a 
Declaration, or Sign, to be INSTEAD Of 
ALL QTHER . SACRIFICES? Were other 
 Sacrifices, 8. gu or Declaratiqns of God's 
: Goodneſs, and our Acceptance? But there 


will be no End of aſking ſuch hard Queſ- 


| tions; if we flop at every Perplexity of 

Stile, and Darkneſs of Exx ae which 
. 2 Fam N n vs. 3 

bor 
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(29) 


Again, "this. Gentleman's Account of 


good Works, conſider di in thernſelves, 1 = 


this; p. 17. That Tix Epricacy 


Chris” Blood 156 FOUNDED. on precedent 
good Works, and is nothing without them 4 


and That they are kus ft ee To 


WANT ANY THING 70 render f em accept FE 
able to God. How much this im proves 


ow the ' Popiſh Doctrine of the Mere 


of good Works, I will not at preſent” con- 
fider ; but I cannot help obſerving, that 


St. Pu] inſtructs his Sn Titus in a ve ry 


differetie Manner. He tells him, (i. F, 


, 7.) That ufter the Kindreſs and Love 


of Gad our Saviour towards Man appeared, 
He ſaved us Nor By Wokks of Ren- 
1zousNgs wait WE HAVE none, but 
ACCORDING o HIS Mzxcy, by the waſh- 
ing of Regeneration and renewing f the 


Hal Ghoſt,” which he ford on us abundantly, 
brough Fefus Chriſt our Lord; that BEING | 7 


fosTIFIED BY His Grace, we ſhould be 


made Heirs according to the Hope of” erer. . 
nal Lift. And the ſame Apoſtle 3 „ 


bis Ephefians, (ii. 8, 13.) That they wer 


ea uke THROVOH FarTn, HF I 
BY S - © 


\ 


Ken 


that xo or THEMSELVES, . it was: the - 


Gier of. Gad; vor or Works, le/t any 
Man ſhould boeft; for. they were Hs Worx- 
MANSHIP, created in... Chriſt... Feſus unto 

good Works : And that the Gentiles, \ 


from the Covenant of Promiſe, HAVING Ng 


Hope, and. WITHOUT God, N THz | 


Won, That th 


thus „e far. . were ; brought nighs but by 


what? By the Efficacy. of their own 
good Works, Which wanted IRE # 6 
render. them acceptable to Cad? No; but 
By. THE Bre or unter. "I 
+ So.contraryaache Doctrine of the great 
Apoſtle of che Gentiles. to, that which 
this Gentleman ſends me for my Edit- 


cation. And indeed 1, don't wonder chat 


uiilearned | Men, ſhould apprehend, that 


this Conſequence, does es La 
from. the. 


| = natural. Fr N & yg | 
The D. 
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y. being, without, Chrift bad been Strangers 


Prin _ 
octrine of the abſolute Sufficiency 
f of Reaſon 1 in it elf to the Divine Favour 
; and 8 in. ki uſual pes x 
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nd. Lande ef «be Expreſſion” or id 
other Words, to Happineſs or Salvation, 


does ſurely fo fad: imply the Sufficiency 


fon; as to exclude. all foreign Aid. whats 


ſoever, as not at all neceffary, either to 
iecommend theſe who perform ſuch good - 


Works to God, or to entitle them to all 
che Bliſs of which their Natures are capa- 
ble, or which He can beſtow upon them. 


But it is indeed Matter of Admiration, That 
a Gentleman who: has 4 Chriſti an. Con 


cern for: true Religion, (p..) and writes 
to. do Ser 


be 


Reading and Thinking, Def. p. 853 it is, 1 
lay; ſomewhat ſtrange; That ſuch a 


Friend to Revelation, and ſo very aceu- 


nate a Writer, ſhould not ſee,” That pe- 


remptorily to inſiſt on the ſufficiency of 


good Works in themſelves, and in a State 


of Nature, and exeluſive of all Regards 
to the great Atonement, is, in effect, bo- 
tally to over-turn the whole chen > 
my and * out the. Whole. ; 


e 10 reveaFd Religion; Introd: 
p. 31 and That an Author; who may well 


t to write without: eien 
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| | Coney. 
New Teſtament wich one Daſh. of 4 


Ge 

And before 1 we this Subjea, Im 
eit bete dis n to the ſame 
great Apoſtle for the Grounds upon 
which I affirmed, Plea for Revelat. p. 68. 


That I cannot impute the Acceptance of 


the virtuaus Heathen," either to the Suff- 
ciency of their Guide, &c. but to the meri- 
torious Blood f the Lamb of God, which 
was ſbed to take away the Sins of the 
_ World. Our Author triumphs at this Ig- 
norance; and ſcerns. to think it a mon- 
ſtrous Abſurdity, that their Acceptance 
ſhould be grounded on that Atonement, 
which: they. bad no Knowledge, pr. Lg 
Evidence. of. But I muſt confeſs, 
ſee no-Abſurdi 


che Benefit of that Ranſom, without 
knowing any Thing, either of him that 
has paid it, or of the Ranſom itſelf, till 


he comes to be deglared free, by his 


And and his Sh And- St. Paul 
wn cgpreſly 


ty in believing, chat a — 
ſom may be paid for the Redemption 
of a Slave, without the Captive's Know- 
ledge; and chat he ch Enally receive 


(23). 
expreſly tells us, That, .as in Adam all * 
even ſo in Chriſt ſhall all be made alive; 
and That, as was the Offence of Adam, ſo 
alſo was the. free Gift of Chrift ; the one 
altogether as general or univerſal, and 
more beneficial, than the other was pre- 


fore, this Gentleman can exclude the 
virtuous Heathen from the Condemnation 
of Death; he muſt include them, (if they 
are accepted) in the Fuſtification unto Life. 
To which I muſt add, Thar if this Gen- 
tleman ſuggeſts, p. 14. or apprehends, 
That 1 have declared that precious Blood 
„ # be THE soLE GRounD of Acceptance 
ib Cad ſo as to exclude. the Necefli- 
i Wl of good Works, he miſunderſtands, or 
S miſreproſents me. I have no where call d 
n ir the ſole Ground, or indeed any Ground 
at all. All I contend for is, That, neither 
Reaſon, nor good Works, are ſufficient. 
withqut the bleſſed Feſus; whoſe Atone- 
ment muſt, be brought into the Account, 
or all will fail of Succeſs: which is con- 
trary indeed to the new Doctrine ſent me 
is Gendleman but, I canceive,/very 
83 agreeable 


judicial, to Mankind. And unleſs, there- 


« 24 Y 
apreeable' to the whole Teber of the 
Goſpel. Which being confider d, I lea 
it ub judice, who har herrayed the grentif 
Ignorance of natural and reveafd Rehgim 
: Thus much for the Introduction. 


hich ſets out with an aukward Apo- 
doey for the ingenios (p. 3.) Author of 
Chriftianity as Old as the Creation; who 
dt burleſqued che whole Bible Ford ond 
end to the other, and whoſe profeſſad 
Deſign is to root out the very Foundations 
of Chriſtianity. But our mote ingenions 
Author, before he can convince the 
World that that Writer is the poor mil. 
taken innocent Thing Which he ſcem 
here to repreſent Wan muſt in his N. 
_ marks, firſt diſprove what Ni" been fail 
by the Author of he Lerter to Dr. Wi 
terland, p. 48-55 who undertakes to 
ſhew, chat be nohbole' Scheme of that inge- 
nious Man is, even h bis cn Principles 
bord irrational umd immoral and who has 
ſo far ſuceeetded in the Artempt, that 1 
believe moſt imipartial Readers will, if they 
| confider hat is dirs offered, bob 
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We come now to the Defence kk, 


EV (352) 

very indifferent Sentiments, either of his , 
Ingenuity or Honefty ; at leaſt till his 
Apologiſt clears him from the Impuration: | 

After this, from p. 4, to 12, we have 
ſundry Remarks of divers kinds, * 
may be paſſed over without any great 
loſs to the Reader; becauſe the 185 
does not ſeem to underſtand what was 
meant by this plain Truth, That the Tf. 
 mony and Authority of God are greater | 
than thoſe of Men; and becauſe the main 
Point labour d, p. 5-9, viz. Neceſſity of 
piety and good Works in a Chriſtian, is ſo 
much Labour loſt; in as much as it is prov- 
ing what nobody has denied. But at p. 12. 
we come to the Point; and ous Author 
proves, in two Pages, that, in fact, the - _ 
| Reaſon of the antient Heathen was not b 
infuſficent | in any of the Points alledged, : 
Plea for Revelat. p. 5. The Thing is no 
e ſooner faid than done. One Quotation 
% from Seneca the Philoſopher, . another 
as Wl from Perſius the Poet, and half a dozen 
from che Emperor Antoninus, demonſtrate 
& che whole at once, as plainly as the Sun 
ui appears in the Firmament, at Noon-day. 


j 


| (26 * 
Which, I own, increaſes my Suſpicion 
that there E ſome Snake in the Graſs; 


ö eſpecially fince not one of theſe Quota- 


tions is applied by i its Author to the One 
True God (o whom our Author muſt 
apply them, or they. are nothing to his 
Purpoſe) but to the various Gods and 
Goddeſſes worſhipped by the Heathen. 
And I cherefore think it only common 
Prudence, to keep likewiſe 4 Corps i in Re- 


ſerve, till that of my Antagoniſt appears. 


But nevertheleſs, in.order partly to ſhew 


my own Learning, and partly for this 
Gentleman's Information, in the mean 


time; I will venture to fay: a Word or two, 


of thoſe gentiments concerning the Immr- 
' tality -of the Soul, and a future State of 
Rewards and Puniſhments, which we may 


ſuppoſe to have been entertained, by theſe 
| boaſted] Heroes in Paganiſm; who, as our 


Author aſſerts, have Taught every Duty re- 
lating . to God, our Neighbour, or Ourſelves, 
_ which the Goſpel commands ; and from whom 


he is to prove EVERY PRECEPT or TRUE 


RexiGion, GoDLINEss, AND. MoRALiTY 


WHICH, AN BE. PRODUCED FROM Rx- 


Famen. Introd. pb. 5 


bY” 17 5 
E —— not one Word of Aicher 3 
theſe Doctrines, (without which there can 
bo no true Religion) throughout biswhole 
Enchiridion ; and our Author allows, that he 
can find nothing in bin about a Future State; 
p. 85.3 tho” tre ng e him 
very ſtrongly to mention Vorh, that it is 


ſcarce to be imagined he could have omit. 


ted them, if he had believed them; and 
tho he liv'd late enough to have receiv'd 
this Light from the Chriſtian Revelation, 
if he bad ſought Tor: * or n 


embraced 1 Wo: % 4.4 1 a 1. 1 T 


Plats s Reaſons Fa 605 3 
in his Phedo, are ſuch, as I belieys _. 
would | ſcarce convince any c 
tate Reader of the Reality of it, if he 
bad not other and better Foundations tg 
build it upon: and indeed, Simmigs's 
Words, That to come at 4 Certainty of that 
Deftrine in this Life i is extremely d. Mull, 
if ö inpolſible e, unleſs Men could come ar 
Joe Revelation to aſcertain i it to ben b, em 

15h een Wien oo 77 I W- | once; e 
aar, 1. Op. Frane. — Þ C4. 

ene e dere dre 0 . ; "wag 


baude 5 xi AO Tor —_ TINO zante 
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(hw, all his fine Sayings, to contain the 
Author's own Sentiments concerning it. 
At leaſt it was the learned Gatafer's Opi- 
nion :, That the doubting Reader, who reads 
in ſearch of Truth, would find very little 
Salidity in Plato to remove his Diodes; 3.and 
Tuliyd is expreſs, That nothing certain can 
* collected from him. 

Seneca ſays, That the Sault of F 
which ſpall be for ever (Æterna ſortits) 
* happy in another State, Hall, after ſome 
Time, vs. DISSOLVED'AND TURNED INT! 
"THEIR ORIGINAL ELEMENTS. | 2670 . 


* In . Rerilge (fi. ae per anfraftooſ 
— Uiſpatationum ambages, artificio ſingulari fibi invicem im- 
Plicatas & innexas, in immenſum ferme protracta diſſerts- 
tionis ſerie, vericertique ſitiens Lector, niſi quod dition 
ameænitate, inventionis varietate, ſtructuræque elegantiz, 
quæ feſſum interim reficiant, dum delinitur detinetur, logis 
Iongis ac laciniofis pæne delaſſatus, cum gued- pro certd 
flatuatur nibil oc urrat in quo pedem feat, ner jam anini 
. pendens, opinatione ubitationeque omni depofita, firmus 
conſiſtat, ac. Seeurus acquieſcat, vix ac ni vir 8 de- 
E queat. Przl. in M. Ant. | 


4 Platonis in libris ih- ee E dum intra 
que partem multa diſſeruntur, de e . ai · 


drt. dicitur. Acad. lib. . 
Nos quoque ſelices àanimæ & nine uit, cum 
bes viſum erit, jiterum iſta moliri labentibus cunctis, 


& ipf, parva ruinæ ingentis is antique element 
— Ad Ee. c. 26. Marcus 
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Marrus 1 tho he lived to tlie 
latter Part of the ſecond Century, and 
might eaſily have been better inſtruct- 


ed by the Goſpel, if he had not laid 


tod much ſtreſs on the Sufficiency of his 
Reaſon to think he wanted Inſtruction; 


He, 1 fay, expreſly teaches, That be Soul 


i; material like the Body ; That as the lat- 
ter; . upon its Separation, | returns to the 


Barth, ſo does the' former to the Air; and 


will, after ſome Time, be changed, poured 
out, and united, and received, into the ſper- 


matick. Principle of all Things: and Thar 


as the Corruption of ſome Bodies in the Earth 
makes. room for the Reception of other Rodies 


into the ſame Place, ſo will this Change of 


Souls, do for other Souls, And B. 6. c. ad 
He ſays, That, after their Death, Ales 
der the Great, and bis Mule dri uer were 


brought upon 4 Level; chat is, as he ex- 


e Mopar duet e dates eee 


ä N b e = 7 6h rern iis Sure TOj66TS 3 


arTy N caged), 5 1 res d Tis iralghies, ura 
7 vter d ae roi Gras of N — 4 Hi. 


xierraa, bree. l T d anger ine, | Myer d 5 
g dhe, xe? vir 7 rr ro fs cat Tpo e 


c.ᷓ.ñſived into, ot 


dum eſt; cujus ignorantia 


5 « zo J | 
plains himſelf, TheinsSouls * e e 
fwallowed up in, what he 
ealls, The ſeminal Logos NOS 
were difperſed in Atoms. 

And laſtly, with ecaurd-66: Tech, the 
Paſſage quoted from him, N indeed 
prove, as our Author obſerves, That he 
eee the 
Soul, for ſome Time, in a future State; but 
this has little to do wich what wre mean 
by i its Immortality ; z and if our Author had 
looked a little further in the ſame Book, 
be would have found, that Tully him- 
ſelf could not tell what to make of this 
State. of Exiftence, or what Account to 
give kof it. He rejects the received O- 
pinions as fabulous; but does not, with all 
his Reaſon,” pretend to give us the true 
one. Wonderful Sagacity ! to find out in 

_ theſs Writers, every Precept of true Reli- 
Lian, 4ohich can be produced * Revela- 
fen! * return. 8 


: TX —— ef, Fs n 


5 Permonere, animes Wer Bm ly Toſe, Qu: Lib. I. FX 
 ®'Qua' in lede maneant, L ſint ratione Nee 
ge? ejuſque formi- 


dines, eee non fe em videb Ibid. 


3 


(31) 
The want of Authority in any one 
Man to impoſe his Dictates on other Men 
as the Rule of their Life, having been in- 
ſiſted on, as one Inſtance of the Inſuff- 
ciency -of Reaſan in itſelf, our Author 
comes to tell us, p. 15, that there was 
no want of ſuch Authority, becauſe the 
Authority to impoſe theſe Sentiments and 
Dictates is their being of eternal and im- 
mutable Obligation, and demonſtratively 
agreeable to the Nature and Will of Gad. 
But what ſhall they do, who don't, or 
cannot, ſee this Obligation; and who 
alone properly want the Weight of Au- 
| thority to guide them? Why, they muſt 
believe thoſe that do, upon their Words. 
That is, they muſt firſt take the Thing 
for granted, and then they will find Rea- 
farf to ſubmit to the Authority of their 
Teachers: Or in other Words, the beſt 
way to prove the Thing, is to take it for 
granted that it is true. Or, if the Impo-— 
fer, on the other Hand, is to judge, whe- 
ther theſe Sentiments be of eternal and im. 
mutable Obligation, or not; and his judg- 
ment Ow him FREY: 70 * them 


i SE. | 
upon, others; what becomes of the | pri 
vate Judgment of the reſt of Mankind 
Or what can ſuch an Authority to impoſ 
mean, but a Power to make uſe of Force, 
if nothing leſs will do? So that this 
Doctrine, if fairly purſued, muſt end, I 
fear; in a Spirit of Perſecution ; which, 1 
flatter myſelf, our Author lincerely abhors, 
In p. 17. Jam charged with a miſre- 
preſentation in Relation to the two fol 
lowing Propoſitions; %% eee 
One is; That Matter Regen dan 
mate certain to Men the Pardon of Sin, 

without any Puniſhment of the Sinner. 
The other, That Reaſon cannot of it. 
ff inform Men how to appeaſe the Anger 
of Almighty. God, when once ey have my 
greſſed bis Commandments. - 
The firſt of theſe is our ber 8 A 


ſertion; the other my Lord of London's; 


and I was ſtupid enough to think the 


former, (together with another Paſſage ex · 


planatory of iti, which this Gentleman is 


ſo. ingenious as to leave out) amounted to 


an Agreement. in Senſe with the latter. 


| . n 1 Vid. Pl. for Rev b „ Whereas 
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Whereas IT am here told, that the fors 

opoſition ſuppoſes, That Men lp 
KNOW, or MIGHT HAVE KNOWN, by the 
Light of Nature, how to appeaſe God; and 
MIGHT” BE CERTAIN, that God would $6 + 
is Wl appraſed upon their Repentance and newnefs 
I of Life. And my Miſtake, it ſeems, was, 
I BH thar I did not Auen the little Word 
8. Ar, which was meant of any Puniſb- 
ent of the Sinner as 4 precellent Ground 
MW of Gods Reconciliation, and of their 
| ſpiritual. future Happineſs, p. 18. and 
of this our Author here again aſſerts, could 
„ Wl int by mere Reaſon certdinly be found out. 
o that when he faid, Reaſon culd not 
„nate certain fo Men the. Pardon df Sin 
WW without any Puniſhment of the Sinner, his 
a — was, That it could make this 
Jl Pardon certain to them, but not without 
1 ſome Puniſhment ; and my Lord of Lon- 
n is referr'd to the Platonick Notions 
of a purgatorial Fire to give him a clear + 
„ Apprehenſion of this Matter. But for 
my Part, I muſt confeſs, char whatever 
o bis Lordſfiip may think of it, Treally can- 
T, be W ha — or Reaſon i in theſe two 


E 1 3 


f 


(2) 
Pages ; and ſhould as ſoon expect to be 
in a real Purgatory without feeling any 


Pain, as imagine. that the Words ar 15 
Puniſhment, or without any Puniſhment, Pa 
ſhould fignify with ſeme Puniſhment ; or I Sat 
that cannot make certain ſhould import WM not 
can male certain. RS tk 
WMe come now; p. 22. to our Author's <1 
great Veneration for my Lord of Lon. one 


don, to whoſe Perſon and Cbaracter, he ts 
bopes, he has a due Regard ; which, I il «+ 
preſume, no body will diſpute with him, De 
after what he has ſaid and done. But 1 
muſt confeſs, I cannot help thinking it hoy 
a very ſingular Way of ſhewing that Re- pr 
gard, in a Gentleman who knows how to Ml & 
be civil in bis Expreſſions ; (p. 76 N ro inſi- 
nuate in ſuch plain Terms, as every Rea- 
der muſt underſtand, that his Lord- 
ſhip is one of thoſe Cbri iſtian Profeſſors of 
tbe higheſt Dignity in the Church, wo 
SEEK THEIR, OWN THinGs DAILY MORE, 
THAN. THE, T'HiNGs OF Jxsus Curr, 
and of thoſe Chriſtians of Learning, Rank, 
and Dignity: among 1s, WHO, ARE GREAT | 

* THE, WORLD, AND COMPLY, 
WITH 


oe 524 5p 
* * 6 * 
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£" 1 


WITH THE WICKED PoLI1TICES OP 7. 
Eſpecially; -fince he has taken Care to tack 


Paſtoral Letters to the End: of that pretty 
Satyr, leſt the Reader ſhould happen 
not to include his Len in the _ 
plications = 2 
, In p. 23. The laude Word any riſe up 
once more in Judgment againſt me; and 
* I laffure this Gentleman 1 did not inſert 
it with any malevolent Intentions-. My 
Deſgn was only to uſe it as ſynony;- 
nous to 4; and if he likes one Letter 
better than three, I will not diſpute the 
Frugality wich him; eſpecially ſince the 
ßporce of the Argument is not at call affocted 185 
g by the Change. 7 3D Five « i519 
From hence to p. 31, we : live vation 5 
Arguments broug bt againſt me; of various 
Kinds; one . the ner of Which is 
That Raiſon; in iche l, confided a 22 
BW Guide, &c. is ſuffi Meient, id at demon | 
k 4 any" Pi "opofition in Euclid, and © for the 
Reaſons our | Author gave, p. 28. Te 
1 which I 28 gravely anſwer That the con- 
trary is to me very clear, *. the "Av 
gamen al eady offer d- | 


„ 


d E 2 | judge 1 


— 


Nee of it, I. ** 8 Reader ta 
examine the Places refer d to in Tbe Plea 
„yr Revelation,” before the- Anſwers. here 
made to them; - upon which Condition 
I moſt teadily leave the Iſſae wir him. 
And with all this Gravity, I am fo far 


from diſallowing this Gentleman to be 


NMlegſant in bis turm, p. 29. that 1 —— 
him, my Countryman, is heartily at his 


Service ; and he has all the Licence I can 


nb e an which ide of his 
Mouth he pleaſes, _ 

ae p. 37, we toons Er ne 
ageinſt the Doctrine of the Inſufficiency 
of, Reaſon, drawn; from its being 2 ſup- 


poſed Impeachment of the Wiſttom and 


„Sun af Goda and here out Author 
. 70 the firſt Part of bin Argument, 5. 
33. that i is, iH S underſtand ir, cunningly 
Reed. giving any Anſwer to it. Whereas 
Laftually did conſider it fully, which the 


| Reader would have ſean, K this Gende- 


mas had not here gien a very artis 
Sehe of; what I, ſaid in anſwen to it; and 
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74 
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L have not time to underſtand. it. Unleſi 


the Word Sin, which indeed, abſtractedly 


Guile conſiſts in acting contrary to Know- 


to be a Duty; and the Doctrine af the 
lnſuffcĩeney does. not imply Mens being 
oder a Neceflicy of contmcting that 
Cuilt; chat is, f Sinning, in the uſual 


for hi h his: Juſtice calls for . dance 


Gredneft, on Suppoſition that Men are placed, 


E TY oY WP vv PR WR, 


ww 


ply, or it. is ſo difficult to find it out, cha 5 


it be, chat he plays upon the Meaning of 


conſider d, is the Tranſgraſſon of the Lam 
bat it cannot properly and ſtrictly Speak 
ing be imputed as a Crime to any Man, 
al this Law is known to him, or he 
might have known it. The Eſſence of 


ledge, or to hat might have been known 


meaning ef che Word, when we ſpeak of it, 
u an Offence againſt the Laws of . 


1 ——-— 
4 Lofs to vindicate the Divine — | 


by God's Providence. in ſuch: Cirtumflancen © 
not to be able of themſelves a now. 


e 65, and. entitle themſelves 
'0 perf # Hatping, which is my Lenk 
eng 3 0 


LE 51 . 
for once tell him, how 70 renbve that 
; Difficulty; p. 35. Let him account with 
hf fot God's permitting of Evil 
in- the World, either moral or natu · 
ral 3 or let him impartially enquire, 
| her God is obliged; to make all his 
Creatures equally" capable of Happineſ, 
and of the ſame "Degrees of it; and the 
ſame Anſwers and Solutions will ſerve 
| for that great Stumbling- block, of his 
| ſuffering the Heathen to live Ander a 
inſu ien Guide. 533 Ds :; v3 
The Anſwer to the nent Reaſon 1 FR 
fored is dark in itſelf, and very little, if 
at all, to the Purpoſe. I argued from an 
Hypotheſis built on à Paſſage of Scrip- 
ture, (Nom. l. 21— 280) and the Reply 
labours to ſhew ſome fancied ill Conſe- 
quences of that Hypotheſis : Which will 
by no Means deſtroy” 1 3 voleſs it can be 
ſhown," chat the ech it 1 


Se n Has 1 — Wk in Nee bey 
ſuame Setiſe in which Lurged 'i ged it. He ſays, 
h . b u up Men in 


Scriprure, 


< 390 

Scripture, is his permitting them 70 go on 
willfully in their wicled Ways, p. 42. very 
well. And what have I ſaid to contra- 
dict it? Why, I ſay, in the Apoſtle's own 
Words, That God gave them up to Un- = 
channeſs and. to th Aﬀettions, (Plea. for 


5 Div. Revelat. p. 26.) and I ſay no more. 

. But for what "Reaſon did God do this ? 
N I anſwer again in St. Paul's Words, Be- 
„ casſe ben they. knew Gd (not when they 
{4d nf know him) they did not gry | 
n in 45 God, &c. How then comes this 
rert to be % directiy againſt my Lord of 
. London and myſelf, p. 427 I did not add 
he Epichet ſiſicient to Knowledge, in an 


ambiguous Senſe, becauſe the Apoſtle had 
left. it out; 5 and there lies the Grievance. 
And I am repreſented as arguing that 
God: puniſh'd. the: Heathen becauſe t. 

DID NOT know him, when I aſſert; in in 
he Apeſtle's own Words that they did. 
The whole Artifice, or Miſtake, which 
wer it is, lies in the Ambiguity of the 
ord ſufficient ; as if I had denied them 
ficient Light- to have known the Di- 
ine "Dower and Godbead which he 


Vo” 


* 


o — —— ro = 
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but to conclude from this very Text of 
Heathen whom the Apoſtle mentions, in 


on the part of God, punitive and judicial 
And when our Author has leatnt the Dif 


1 ſome Things and ſufficient Light 2 bm 
all Things; he will find that be has littl 


 coufidered or undenſtoud the Smſe my 
lle as interpreted by bimpelf.. 


would: have prevented the wiſe Reaſoning J 
— in-the-next Page, 43, from my granting p 
( 


rom which he argues thus; 4 clear in. 


(4s) 
Apoſtle: afferts, (and which is all he « 
ſeres of it,) though I uſe bis own 
Wards oniy: And that for this ſpecial Res. 
ſon, Betauſe I do deny them to have had 


_ ſufficient Light to inſtru them in all th 


Matters, which the Apoſtle does not aſſen, 
but rather, in other Placts, the contrary 


at 

G 

A 

fu 

Parts tbeir Daty, and other reigim WI 7; 
if 

And indeed, I can as yet ſee no Reaſol + 


the Romans, that the Continuance of the 


that State of Ignorance and Barbarity, wa, WY h 


ference between fufficient Light 0 b 


And an Attention to the like Diſtinction 


that Nataral Religion may be very clear, 
andi 


oblige, 48 FAR As 1T 025 


N 1 di e 


(4) 
penjable Obligation of doing Works of | Virtue 
and Piety, without being able to appeaſe 
God, and attain Happineſs, is a range 
 Abſurdity ; and is as much as to fay „ that 


fuch Works of Virtue and Piety are not 


Works of Virtue and Piety, &c. Whereas 
if he had conſidered, that to ſay, That 
Reaſon may clearly diſcover ſome Things, 


and that Men are indiſpenſably obliged . 


to practiſe what they can diſcover, is very 
different from faying, That they can diſ- 
cover all Things neceſſary to attain to the 
higheſt Pitch of Virtue and Happineſs ; "1 
I fay, if he had conſider'd this, and re- 
member d that the former was affirmed 
by one who is contending that Reaſon at 


beſt cannot go very far; the Abſurdity 
imputed to me would avs vaniſhed, and 


his own have been prevented. : 
And much of the like kind, to ay no 


worſe, 3 is the following Quotation from 


Dr. Clarke, whom our Author cites, in 


Proof of his being of Opinion, with this 


Gentleman, that there is no Part of. Mo- | 


rality Thich is not clear and evident in 


natural Religion, and WHICH WAS Nor 


. i 
Id FacT taught among the antient Hea- 
then, p. 44. Whereas the Dr. in the Paſ. 
ſage cited, ſays not one Word of what 


was clear and evident in Natural Religion, 


or of what was taught among the ancient 
Heathen. He is ſpeaking of ſome of thoſe 
Deiſts among us, who merely upon Account 
> of their Incredulity, would be thought to be 

tritt Adberers to Reaſon, and fincere and 
diligent Enquirers after Truth, (Unchan. Ob- 
 ligations, &c. Sixth Edit. p.3.) ; and bo pre- 


tend to believe, all that is mentioned in the 


Quotation, only ſo far as tis diſcoverable by 
the . Light of Nature, without believing any 
Divine Revelation, p. 23. And all that 

the Dr. here affirms of them is only this; 
That ir THEY DID INDEED BELIEVE 


WAT THEY PRETEND, they then would 
have juſt and right Notions of God, and of 


alt the Divine Attributes in every reſpect. 


But he is very far from allowing that they 
do believe what they pretend. On the con- 
trary, he thinks there is too much Cauſe 
* to believe, that there are very few or none 
' ſuch Deifts. as theſe among modern Deniers 
0 Revelation, for his, an o other Rea- 


ſons 


3 
bons. Becauſe, if they were fully con- © 
© vinced of the Obligations of natural Religion, 
„and the Certainty of a future State of Re- 

f Wl wards and Puniſhments, and yet obſerved 
. at the ſame time, How LITTLE UsE MEN 
f WH GENERALLY ARE ABLE TO MAKE OF 
; THE LIGHT OF REASON To DISCOVER 
rar one, or to convince themſelves effec- 
- tually .of the Certainty and Importance of 
5 THE OTHER ; tis impoſſible but they muſt 
Wh & /enfible of the Want of a Revelation, 
y &c. Ibid. p. 24. So that this Part is very 
Y far from being inconſiſtent with what 
t chat learned Man has faid, of the Inſuffi- 
ciency of the Reaſon of the Heathen, in the 
Paſſages by me refer d to; and our Author 
muſt ſtill allow me to believe, that what he 

afferts in thoſe Paſſages is as true as any, 
other Part of his Book; at leaſt, till he 
pives' me a better Reaſon for the contrary, 
than that eaſy Confutation of barely 
calling it his Error, p. 47. This Aſſer- 
tion is indeed a Conceſſion that this Gen- 
tleman is gone off from that great Man's 
Principles ; ; but will nor, I preſume, go 
very far in leſſening his Character and 
Reputation. NE We 


( 44) 


We come now in p. 47. to the Texts 


qd in Proof, of the Sufficiency, &c. 


e firſt of which is, As x. 34, 35. And 
here our Author's own Interpretation is 


again confidently aſſerted, as if nothing 


had been ſaid to the contrary ;. and no 
one Argument is pretended to be offerd 
againſt the Interpretation I haye given of 
it. Which is indeed a ſure way of mak- 
ing che Diſpute endleſs; but i is not ſo 


much Reaſoning as modern Altercation. 


All the Notice taken of what was ſaid, 
is only 10 infer From. his own Reaſoning, 
and to affirm what is moſt notoriouſly 


_ falſe, viz, That I. am forced to _ 
from this Text, That the. Piety and 


Virtue as of Cornelius, fo of every other 
virtuous Heathen, who had lived be- 
fore the Gol] ſpel Revelation, would have 
procured them fach- Acceptableneſs in the 
8 zght of G od, as amounted to a Certaznty 
of their being made -happy by. him, p. 48. 
Whereas nothing can be more notorious, 
than that I contend the Text can have 


70} no ſuch Meaning, even with regard to 
= Gernelius; and ax for Reaſons, which, 1 


ö find; 


n. 


—— —— —— —ͥ a— ' Acres 


(.) 

find, are to our Avthor, in any other 

Way than this, unanſwerable. 8 
The chief Reaſon given againſt the 
Interpretation. of Rom. ii. 16. is; That if 
the receiving the Goſpel was. the Condition 
upon which Gd promiſes to give Glory. 
Honour and Peace to every one that aworketh 
god, to the Few firſt, and alſo to the Gen- 
bY THE APOSTLE WOULD. HAVE SAID 
And I would fain know, how he 


Wy have ſaid it in plainer Terms, than 


by limiting the Goſpel. of Chriſt confi- 
dered as the Power of. God unto. Salvation, 
TO, EVERY, ONE THAT. mant 


that is, by ſhewingt the abſolute Nec 


embracing, it, in order to the Pans | 


of all thoſe who could come at the Kno- 
ledge of it: And by not at all conſidering, 
the Caſe of thoſe who. could not know it, 
and of whoſe eternal State che Apoſtle deter- 
mines nothing, tho our Author knows ſo 
much. St. Paul does indeed affirm, That as 

many as have finned without the Law, ſhall 
« alſo periſh without the Law, Rom: ii. 12, but 
he has no where ſaid; That as many as repent. 


Poe the Goſpel, a be ſaved without the 
i Goſpel, 


* 


/ 


, 
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* 
* 
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many Things that they did, ii. 14. But 


(46) 
* Gufpel, by that Repentance. On che contrary 
he is moſt clear in affirming, That as ther: 
is uo difference, i in Point of Sin, between Few 
and Gentile, (iii. 22.) in that all have famed; 
ſo there is n Juſtification to be had from this 
Sin, either by the Purifications of the M. 

ſaic Law, or the Good-works of the Hea- 
then; but only that, which we have REEL x 
by the Grace of God through the Redemptim 


that is in Chrift Jeſus (iii. 24.) which is, by 
the Law of Faith, and not u Works, ver. 


"29 He does likewiſe affirm, That the 
Power and Godhead of the Almighty 
might have been known by ſome of the 
_ Heathen, without a Revelation, (i. 20); 
and That they were fo far a Law to then- 

felves, as to have been ſelf-condemned in 


he does not ſay, That their Conſcrences ſhall 
accuſe or excuſe them, in the Day of Judg- 
ment, as our Author miſrepreſents him; 
and as if that conſciouſneſs was the Rule 
by which they ſhall then be judged. No; 
the 16th Verſe ought to be connected to 

the 12th; by which it will appear, that 
_ What che — there affirms of the 


* ; 
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Day of Judgment is, That Sinners of all 
Kinds ſhall be condemned; and in the 


parentheſis of the 13th, 14th, and 15th 


Verſes, he proves from the Conſciouſneſs 
of the Heathen, that thoſe he ſpeaks of 
were to be included in that Number; 
and «conſequently That they would all, 
according to their Demerits, have been 
included in the Sentence, if the free Gift 
unto Fuſtification had not been as general 
as the Judgment unto Condemnation, v. 179. 
That is, He inſiſts, that every Man's Sin 

will juſtly condemn him; but is fo far 

from inſiſting, that any Man' g Repentance 

will fave him, or even acquit him, of 
the Guilt of his Sins; that his conſtant 
Doctrine is, That as Death is the Wages 
of Sin, ſo eternal Life is Tus 1 
F God, through Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, 
i, 23. Whereas our Author's Reaſon 
tells him, that what he calls the rational 

Piety and Virtue of the Heathen 1s fufficient 
not only Zo make them happy, but even s 

HAPPY, AS THE SAME PIETY AND VIR- 
TUE IN A CHRISTIAN CAN MAKE HIM, 

IY MAKING HIM ACCEPTABLE To Gop, 


p- 48. 


(48) 


p. 48. And indeed, if by this he mean; 


that the Piety and Virtue of neither can 
of themſelves make them happy, the 
Aſſertion is unqueſtionably true. But his 
Doctrine of good Works beforementiond 
makes it but too probable that his Opi- 

nion is, that the Virtue of either will do 

ſo, and that equally. Which is entirely 


rejecting the Chriſtian's Fuſtzfication by 


Faith, on which St. Paul ſo much inſiſt 
in this Epiſtle, as of no weight or mo- 
ment; and is indeed abſolutely. deſtroy- 
ing the Necefity, if not the. Uſefulneſs 
of the Chriſtian Diſpenſation. In ſhor, 
if this Author had beftow'd half the 
Pains in reading the Sacred Writers, 
which he would be thought to have 
employ d in the Heathen, he muſt have 
known, what every ſenſible Chriſtian 
does know, vis. That the Holy Pen- 
men every where determine, That Salva- 
tion is only to be had by the Name of Jeſis; 
and That they only are entitled to it, 
who not only live well, but likewiſe be- 
heve in HIM. But what God will finally 


then, 


bn, concerning the virtuous Hea- 


E777... “ . , 
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then, weare no where'told. The inf pired 
| Writers leave them to the Arterien. 


Mercies of God; and in this, every wiſe 
Chriſtian will follow their Example. That 
they will be in general mercifully and juſtly 
dealt with, we may infer from the Divine 
Attributes; and That, Ir rhey fincerely, im- 


partially, „and conſtantly,” fallow the beſt 


Guide they have, they may and will, find 


Acceptance with the Father of Mercies,” 


Pl. Rev. p. 68. we may conclude from 


his being ſuch. (And I aſcribe not their 


Acceprance, either to the Sufficiency of their 


Guide, or the Merit of their good Works, 


Sc. for this plain Reaſon; Becauſe: both 
are defective, and all Men ſtand in need 
of Remiſſion; which Remiſſion can be 
obtained only by the Blood of Chriſt, if 


the Doctrine of the New Teſtament be 
true.) But what infinite Juſtice and Mercy 
ſhall decree as juſt and fit, concerning 


them; and hoi far their Acceptance will 


reach; whether to any, or what degree 
of x ee no Man knoweth, or can 
know. Neither would it be of. any uſe 


10 us, if we could have known it; and 


6 1 therefore 7 


- 


oo * 
therefore this Knowledge is not given us 
in the Goſpel ; which is graciouſly vouch- 
ſafed us, not for Amuſement, but Amend- 
ment of Life; not to entertain us with 
the Solution of uſeleſs Speculations, but 
to teach and enforee upon us uſeful and 
neceſſary Truths. But this we know, That 
if any Man's Sins ſhall be remitted, it will 
be for the Sake, and thro the Merits of our 
| "bleſſed Lord's Death, who was the Profi- 
tation for the Sins of the whale Wark; 1 
John ii. 2. That our Lord himſelfdeclar'd, 

that among thoſe who bear his Golpel, 
they who believe not ſhall be damned ; and 
That, on the other hand, the true Be- 
liever and faithful Chriſtian, and he alone, 
is, through his infinite Mercy, by Cove- 
pant ENTITLED t eternal Glory, and has 

the Promiſe of being made an Heir of Gad. 
aud Joini- Heir of Happineſs with tie 
Lord Ghrift Feſus. 

My Interpretations; of the aka Texts 
and juſt as I left them; neither diſproved 
nor. weakened, by much — and 

therefore I ſhall only add, That the he- 
doi Inſtances of Faith ſo much extolled 

0 in 
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ani]! 
in Heb. xi. are not Inſtances 1 that Faith 5 

which Nature teaches, and which our Au- 
thot makes the Subſtance, End, &c. of the 
Lam and the Goſpel, p. 43 but Inſtances 
of that Faith which Revelation only 
could teach, and which, in many Caſes, 
was contrary to reaſonable Expectations, 
and founded folely on the Promiſes of 
God. And therefore to infer from thence 
the Sufficiency of Human Reaſon. with- 
out Revelation, is highly abſurd in itſelf, 
and quite beſides the Divine Writer's 
Meaning, i in that whole Chapter. 

As to the Objections againſt my Aſſer- 
tion, That true Religion appears from the 
Mofaic H:ftory to yr. been in all Ages and 
Countries, Matter of expreſs Revelation, 
p. 59, taken from the Perſons of Job and 
Melebiſedeck; nothing ſurely can be more 
low and trifling. For what can be plain 
from any Hiſtory, if the Moſeic does” 
not make it plain, That God was pleaſed 
from the Beginning to reveal himſelf 
to his faithful Servants, in every Age, 
and give them Precepts concerning his 
Wn and their Conduct towards him? | 
| „„ And 


1 


And how is this diſproved, by the In- 


ſtances of Fob and Melchiſedeck; unleſs it 
appeared, that - their Knowledge of God 
and their Duty was neither given them 
by immediate Communications from Hea- 


ven, nor derived from thoſe, who had ſuch 


Communications? Whereas Fob is ſup- 


poſed, in his Hiſtory, to have had ſuch 


Intercourſes with God; and the few Cir- 


cumſtances we have of Melchiſedeck ſtrong- 


ly imply, that his Knowledge of the true 
God, and his Appointment to be his Prieſt, 
muſt have been acquired one of thoſe 
ways. And as to the Sabian and Magian 
Religions, p. 60; 1 humbly defire our 
Author would be pleaſed to aſſign a Chap- 
ter or two, in the great Book, to prove, 
that either their, or any other eſtabliſh'd 
| Religion i in the World, was found out by 
| theReaſon of thoſe who profeſs d, or taught, 
or eſtabliſh'd it. Without this, he proves 
nothing to his Purpoſe ; and if he will 


comply with this Requeſt, I promiſe 


bim, upon the Conditiorfs before men- 
tioned, that I will undertake to prove, 
on the contrary, That no fixed Re- 
= VVV : ligion 


11 ” 


gion in any Nation of the World, aps 
pears by any authentick Account to have 


been ſo invented by any Man, or Body 
of Men; That all Hiſtories, both Sacred and 
Prophane, agree to prove, that all the 
Religions we know any Thing of, have 


have ever been, more or leſs, Matter of 
Revelation, or Tradition; That as the 


Romans ſent to Greece to fetch theirs, ſo 
the Grecian Philoſophers, with whom 


this Gentleman would be thought ſo very 
well acquainted, were themſelves Travel- 
lers and Gleaners, and did neither invent 


thoſe Principles of Religion which they 


received, nor taught them as the Pro- 


ductions of their Reaſon; but That on the 


contrary, the general Opinion and Doc- 


trine concerning religious Duties, was 
that which Plato, one of the greateſt of 


them, profeſſes to have been his, That all 
Laus and Conſtitutions about Divine Wor- 


ſhip were to be had only from the Gods. 


De Leg. lib. 6. I will undertake to prove, 


That. the Opinions which thoſe Philoſo- 
phers, who depended on- their Reaſon in - 
nen Netter, 3 concerning 


the 


fr 


(54) | 
che Nature of God, 11 
vere either romnantick Fancies, metaphy.- 
ical Niceties, monſtrous Abſurdities, ot 
very imperfe& Hints and Gueſſes. Nay, 
I will undertake to prove, That for any 
Man to attempt to ſhew us, from the 
imperfect, fanciful, and oontradictory Sen- 
timents, which they have left behind them 
in their Writings, chat they either did, 
or could demonſtrate by their Reaſon, a 
complear, or even a regular and con- 
ſiſtent Scheme of Morality and Religion, 
much leſs ſuch a one as may be collected 
from the Holy Scriptures; I fay, I will 
undertake to prove, that for any Man ſe- 
 Tioufly to go about this, is really no bet- 
ter, than in the Words of Terence, _— 


Dare operam, ut cum ratione inſaniat. 


The next Thing I ſhall take notice of 
is my Charge on our Author of calum- 
mating the Church of Chrift, which was 

not founded, either as he falſly repre- 
ſents it, p. 69, on his concluding from 
his. Reaſonings, That the Arguments were 


5 * the Infu efficiency 4 the Scrip- 


ture 
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ture under the corrupt State of Chriſtianity, 


than for the Infuſficiency of Human Reajore, 
in the corrupt State of natural ' Religion 3 
or barely on a Diſagreement with Tri- 


theiſm, p. 75 but it was chiefly founded 
on his unjuſtly charging the Church of 


Chriſt with teaching that Doctrine which 


he never taught, in order to build his 
Concluſions partly upon it. It was founded, 
not as he pretends, (p. 74) barely on 
bu aſſerting, That the Dutrins f thre 


ſupreme Agents Was diſputed among Chrife 
tigns 3. but on his mentioning that Doc= 


uine in ſuch a manner, as implied it to bs 
23 great a Reproach to the Chriſtian 
Church, as the Heathen: Polytheiſm was 
to them; For without chis, the parallel 
does not hold, and all his Reaſoning falls 
to the Ground. And what does he now 
acquit himſelf of this 
Charge? Why, he aſſerts the ame Thing 
in plainer Terms, with regard to the 
Church of 'Englond; and confidently ſays, 
That the Doctrine of Trithei/m does greatly he 


_— amangſt us, p. 75, 76. Fag. 61. 


in this Defence to 


2 what 1 call the Catholic 


Doctrino . 


{ 

1 
« 1 

| 
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1 be called'a Obriſtian Doctrine, as being 


fundamentally oppoſite to Ker; =o 


and all eee, Cartolick rer ve 


*E 74. 1 
In p. 67. our + Boche jor” comes again to 
repeat his former Aſſertion, That Reafm 
is @ much more ſure and infallible Guide in 
Matters of Religion, than Senſe in the 4 


Fairs ef the World; and to prove that it 


always was ſo in Fact, witb regard to the. 
generality of Mankind, p-. 67: becauſe now 
natural . is at capable of Demonſtra- 
tian at 'any-Propofitions in the Mathema- 


ticks. Whereas, if he had at all attended 


to this Diſtinction; That it is one Thing 


to prove a Thing to be good by Rea - 


ſon, after it ic. found aut, and a very diffe- 
rent Thing 0 find it out by Reaſon; he 
would not have expoſed himſelf a ſecond 
time by laying ſo much Streſs on ſo weak 
an Argument. And cherefore, that he 
may not again forget it, I will beg leave 
to ſhew him the force of it in this fami- 
iar Inſtance. I appeal to himſelf, whe- 


ther he does not thi 


a Horrentot, (or ra- 
ther 


Docnihe bf we, Trin rity, de no Prem. 
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| ther ſince he does not like the Country) 


an American Savage, has Reaſon enough 


to prove a Gun, or a Blunderbuſs to be 
a uſeful Thing, after he has heard the 
Noiſe, and ſeen the Effects of it; and at 
- the ame Time I deſire to aſk him, wWhe- 
ther he will pretend to prove from thence 


that this Savage had therefore Reaſon 


enough to have invented one, before he | 
law any. The Caſe he will, I pre- 
ſume, allow to. be parallel ; and I hope 


he won't think it ludicrous ; ſince 
I defign it only to make the ſtronger 


Impreſſion, that the great Book may not 
be diſgraced by ſo great an Abſurdity. 


In p. 72. 1 am loudly called upon to 


prove, that the Heathen charged their 


Wickedneſiy upon Reaſon. ſelf. What 


I meant by that Expreſſion is evident 
from the next Words, viz. That they con- 


tended that their Reaſon taught and ap- 
proved it. And that they did fo contend- 
has been already ſhewn, if this Gentle- 


man will allow the abominable Practices 


of the Heathen in their Idol-worſhip 


to have been avicked. To which 1 - ſhall 


0 only add, the renowned Plato s known 
1 . Dodrine i 


( 58 . 

Doctrine (De Lag. 5.) of a Comminity of 

Women; which he contends for as a very 
reaſonable Thing, tho, I take it for grant. 

ed, this Gentleman will allow it to be a 

very wicked one. Many other Inſtances of 
the like kind, ſhall be reſerved, till I ſee 

the Demonſtrations they gave of a clear 

and entire Syſtem of Morality, that is, as 

| | full and as clear as the N * che 

| _ Goſpel-revelation. © | 

And with regard to our aanlive s hay. f 
ing magnified the Knowledge of the Heathen (* 7 by 
beyond all due Bounds, 1 andy: defire the JW 
Reader to remember the State of the 
Queſtion ; and then he will moſt clearly | 
| 


and evidently ſee, that All the learned La- 
bour and Pains that are here ſpent for ten 
Pages together, p. 77—87, is fo much 
| ſpent in proving the very Thing for which 
I contend. My Lord of London had faid, 
That the Philoſophers were UNCERTAIN | 
about the great Motives of Religion, and 
particularly tbe Immortality” of the Soul, 4 
(Second Paſt. Lett. p. 17.) This our Au- 
| thordenied, affirming, that all but Atheift 
f 
4 


AGREED in NE and other EO Points 
| e <of 
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of Religion. 1 therefore undertook 00 
prove from his own. Quotations, that 
they really confirmed, what. my Lord of 
London had faid, and obſerved, that if by 
agreeing in theſe Things, he meant reach- 


ing them ſometimes with ſome degree of Confi- 


dence, and at other Times ſpeaking dubiouſly 
about them, he was contending only with 


his own Shadow, or endeavouring to prove 


what nobody denied; Plea for Rev. p. 56. 


And how does he now diſprove this Ur- 
ccertainty with regard to this Truth in 


particular, of the Immortality of the 
Soul? The Iflue of all his own Quora- | 
tions, ſuppoſing them to be juſt, is this; 
That the Stoicks denied the eternal Duras | 
tion of it, p. 80; That this was alſo the 
Nittel Notion, Ibid. That the An- 


cients before Tully. concurred only in the 


Opinion of the CoNTINUANCE: of the Sou 
in a Future State, p. 80, 81, and that Con- 
tinuance, is even bere diſtinguiſhed from 
what we mean by its Immortality ; 'That 


our Author can find nothing in Epictetus 
about a future State, p. 85; That Marcus 
Antoninws * unreſolved about it, (how 


aig _ H2 5 unreſolved n 


(6). 


un reſolved ſee above, p. 29); and that as 
fo Socrates, who, according to our Author, 
would not ſpeak with too much Aſſurance of 
bis own future happy Condition, and who 
in the immediately preceding Wards ſpeaks 
. with ftill leſs Aſſurance F it; That, I ſay, 
the utmoſt be could ſay of it was, That 1x 
HE MIGHT BE CONFIDENT OF ANY. 
Tulxc, be ſhould be confident that he was 
going to the Gods, p. 84; whilſt the Stoicks 
ſuppoſed, That all created Beings, and the 
Gods themſelves, would be diſſolved and pe- 
riſh, p. 81. This Gentleman alſo allows 
that the diſputed Paſſage of Chry/ippus 
amounts to no more than a Teſtimony fir 
tbe PROBABILITY of a future State; and his 
own Account of the Stoical Renovation, 
both ſhews that he does not underſtand 
the Word Exjpa in that Paſſage, when he 
applies it to the human Body, inſtead of 
the whole State or Syſtem of Things of 
which it is ſpoken; and likewiſe makes 
it now needleſs, as I before thought it 
impertinent, to examine what this Scheme of 
Things has to do with 'our Notions of a fi 
earth State. F. or who does not ſee, That 
| 2 chime- 


* 


((r)! ; 


a chimerical Notion of a State of Things 


wherein the Souls of all Men, and all other, 


created Beings, nay even the Gods themſelves 
ſhall be diſſolved and periſh; I fay,, wha. 
does not ſee, That ſuch extravagant and 
wild Fancies are as different from our Doc- 
trines of a future State, as Light from 
Darkneſs ? Or, who does not perceive the 
Abſurdiry of quoting a Paſſage wherein 


that Scheme is declared probable; in order 
to prove that the perſon who thought it 


fo, concurred in the Belief of 4 future 


State, in the Senſe in which that Expreſ- 


fion is generally uſed ? And yer our Author, 


with great Aſſurance, tells my Lord of . 
London, p. 82. That bis Lordſhip nom ſees, 


That the Heathen's Knowledge of a future 
State comes very near to the Revelation of 
it in the Scriptures, 

After which, I think, naching ſhould 
be added; and therefore I ſhall only juſt 


mention one particular relating to his 


Lordſhip, and another to myſelf. The 


firſt is, That this Gentleman did not un- 


derſtand either my Lord of London, or my 


elt, p. $9. in relation even to his Lord 


WW... - | ſhip's 
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fhip' 8 Deſign. His Lordſhip, as Icontend- 
ed, proves two Things; Firſt, That Reaſon 
of itſelf could not, and Secondly, That in 
point of Fact, it did not ſuffieiently inſtru& 
Men in Matters of Religion. The for- 
mer his Lordſhip proves by ſeveral Argu- 
ments; the latter, which is mere Matter 
of Fact, by the Accounts we have of the 
ancient and modern Heathen. But our 
Author confounds them, and chereby 
creates a Contradiction, p. 88. which is 
only of his own making, and therefore 
chargeable only on himſelf. | 
The laſt Thing relates to er he calls 
barefaced Miſrepreſentations, p. 93, and 
which, I. find, he takes very ill. But 
whether they are + juſt Repreſentations 
or no, I leave the Reader to judge. The 
firſt is, my aſking this Queſtion, whether 
all that is meant by the Depth of the Riches 
of the Mercy and Goodneſs of God is, that 
be was neceſſitated to do what be has dine 
for us; and what 1 mean by it is plain 
from p. 64, Pl. for Rev. where J explain 
our Author's Doctrine concerning Reve- 
. our ro be, that it was neceſſary only with 


| ( ** 

reſpef# to God, who was obliged to di iſplay his 
Goodneſs in this Manner. The Proof of 
this is brought from p. 7, of Pl. for Rea. 
n, where this Gentleman expreſſy aſſerta, 
That Cbriſtianity was neceſſary ONLY to - 
diſplay the great Mercy and Goodneſs of God, 
&c. either therefore, according to this 
Author, Chriſtianity was nat neceſſary at 
all, or it was neceſſary on Gop's Ac- 
coux r, t diſplay bis Goodneſs, &c. (For 
that it was not neceſſary on Man's Ac- 
count, in the Opinion of. this Gentleman, 
is evident from his general Doctrine of the 
falficiency f human Reaſon, to bring men 
to perfect Piety and perfect Happineſs 
without it) But he does contend that it 
was neceſſary on ſome Account; and conſe: 
quently; therefore, on God's; which was 
evidently all that was meant, by his be- 
ing neceſſitated to . his CI in * 
Manner. 

:0:Dhe biber Inſtance of a Miſte 
preſentation'is my aſking, whether we are to 


of che Spirit and of Power, than ſuch Argu- | 
ments as human Reaſon can give for her Con- 


W clufions 
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wder/tand. no more, by the Demonſtrations - 
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clu fans reſpecting the ſame T. ruth; Which 
I plainly oppoſed to our Author's Aſſer- 


tion before quoted (PI. for Rev, p. 63, 
That Happineſs and Miſery, Rewards and 
Pumfhments attend Obedience or Diſobedience 
to moral Truths, WITH As MUCH CER- 
 TAINTY" DRAWN BY REASON from the di. 
vine Attributes as from THE ExPREss As- 

sURANCE of REVELATION. And it is 
very plain, that this Gentleman was ſo 
ſtung wich this, That he did not attend 
to, (if he underſtood) the Meaning of that 
Scriptural Expreſſion of the Demonſtration 
of the Spirit, &c. For if he had, he muſt 
bave {cen that the Oppoſition was very 
juſt, between the Certainty of Truths re- 
vealed, and that of ſuch Opinions as are 
founded only upon Reaſon; and he would 
have ſeen how different the Scriptural Ac- 
count of the One is, from that which he 
has given us of the other. And whether 
he has proved his M. iſrepreſentations, or 

5 cleared himſelf from the Contradictions 
ſuppoſedd in p. 62, 64. of the Plea for Re- 
vlliuelation, I _ leave Wade head Rea- 
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apy need not repeat my Motives to en- 
W into. this Debate ; the Reader has them 
already in the firſt Pamphlet. But mult © 
repeat my Abhorrence of all Doctrines 
and Principles, that tend, or appear to 
me to tend, either to weaken the Foun- 3 
dations or Obligation of moral Duties 
of any kind; or to impeach, directly Y or 
indirectly, the Moral Attributes of our 
Almighty Creator and Preſerver. The 
more I reflect, the mote I: am convinced, 
that I endeavoùr to eſtabliſh both on the 
only fare and unalterable Baſis, when 1 
derive the Kr owledge. we, have of either, | 
with abſolute Certainty and Aſeurance, from 
thoſe Revelations only, which us bas been 


pleaſed 1 to > give us, of himſelf, and of his 
WII. 


or II is Waced a wclche Rake 4 
ons il. conſider, to what length Mens Paſſions 


Re- ⁵ ⁵ and Prepoſſeſſions will carry them, in de- 


e- fence of à favourite Hypotheſis. It is = 
5 grievous to remark, that Men can fo far 
N- „% 4 hw 


6 
cu ufrons reſting the ſame Truths which 
I plainly oppoſed: to our Author's Aſſer- 

tion before quoted (PI. for Rev, p. 63, 
That Happineſs and Miſery, Rewards and 
| Puniſhments attend Obedience or Diſobedience 
to moral Truths, WIr RH As MUCH CER- 
TAIxTY DRAWN BY REASON from the di. 
vine Attributes as from THE ExPREss As- 
 SURANCE | of REvELATION. And it is 
very plain, that this Gentleman was fo 
ſtung with this, That he did not attend 
to, (if he underſtood) the Meaning of that 
Scriptural Expreſſion of the Demonſtration 
of the Spirit, &c. For if he had, he muſt 
have ſeen that the Oppoſition was very 
juſt, between the Certainty of Truths re- 
vealed, and that of ſuch Opinions as are 
founded only upon Reaſon; and he would 

have ſeen how different the Scriptural Ac- 
count of the One is, from that which he 
has given us of the other. And whether 


be has proved his M; iſrepreſentations, or 
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cleared himſelf from the Contradictions 
ſuppoſed in p. 62, 63. of the Plea for Re- 
velation, I : leave the OO Rea- 
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need not repeat m Motives to en- 
61 into this Debate; the Reader has them 
already in the firſt Pamphlet. But Imuſt 
repeat my Abhorrence of all Dodrines 
and Principles, that tend, or appear (o 


me to tend, either to weaken the Foun- 


dations or Obligation of moral Duties 


3d; or to impeach, directly or 
indirectly, the Moral Attributes of our 


Almighty Creator and Pteſerver. The 
more I reflect, che mote I: am convinced, 


that I endeavodr to eſtabliſh both on the 

only ſurè and unalterable Baſis, when. I | 
derive the Knowledge we have of either, 
with abſolute Certainty and Aſſurance, from 
thoſe Revelations 0 which uE has been 
pl fed 1 to > give us, of himſelf, and of An 


deed a metal; Refledtion « to | 
conſider, to what length 17 5 9 75 
and Prepoſſeſfions will carry them, in 7 
fence of a favourite Hypotheſis. It is : 
grievous to remark, chat Men can fo far Z 
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. 4 66 . 
be deceived by: their own Hearts as to 
perſuade themſelyes, That they are Friends 
and Lovers of revealed Religion, when 
they are contending for Principles which 
lainly and neceſſarily ſap the Foundations 
85 Ion which it ſtands ;, That they can join 
Hands with the profeſſed Enemies of all 
Revelation, and ſup pra thoſe Tenets by 
Which thoſe Enemies labour to deftroy it, 
and yet believe that they the clyes are do- 
ing it good Service; and That they can, in 
cher own Breaſts be perſuaded. 1 they 
ſerye Chriſtianity, by contending for the 
Name, when they, to all Intents and Pur- 
poſes, give, up — whole of the Thing. 
So fallible, ſo weak, ſo inconſiſtent, is Man! 
80 very unſafe, and ſo ver uncertain a Guide 
in itſelf, is his boaſted Faculty, Reaſon! 
Bur melancholly as this Reflection is, it 
_ ts very plainly and evidently true, in che 
Inſtance before us. For, if there be any 
thing at all in Chriſtianity, ie muſt be this 
That the Son of God died ta redeem Man- 
1 1 Sin and Death; That by his dy- 
us, he himfelf has borne aur Sins, in 
1 TY LE on. ; e 
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there is no Remiſſion without his Blut  __ 
nds WW. which alone cLBAnNsTH Us FROM ALL 5 
hen I Sm. And yet we are told in ſo many „ 
ords, that nothing of this was wanting | 
o1 to make the good Works of the Heatben 
in acceptable to Cad; and That our Lords + 
Death is oNLY A SIGN, 0 aſſure us, that 
'0 God will accept us on our Repentance. © 
it, In anſwer to which, I ſhould refer this 
lo- Gentleman to his Catechiſm for better in- 
in formation; but Iam apprehenſive he would 
ic tell me in his Reply, That the Catechiſn 
he is Ortbadar; and I muſt therefore leave . 
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